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DETAILED ACTION 

i> This action is in response to Applicant's request for continued examination. Claims 1, 
11, 38 and 39 are amended. Claims 1, 2, 4-12, 14-20, 22-24, 28, 30, 31 and 34-39 are presented for 
further examination. 

2> This is a non-final rejection. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 
3> A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant 
to 37 CFR 1. 114. Applicant's submission filed on 10. 11. 2006 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

4> Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
Applicant's amendments do not overcome the prior art reference, Kuznetsov. Applicant 
improperly characterizes Kuznetsov as being directed towards translating between network 
protocols but does not appear to disclose an extensible business protocol, concluding that 
Kuznetsov's protocols and formats differ substantially from the B2B business protocols cited 
in claim 1. 

First, Kuznetsov discusses the background of his invention: 
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"the use of XML is growing as it becomes the preferred data format in both business- 
to-business (B2B) and business-to-consumer (B2C) Web commerce sectors (e- 
business). The tremendous and continuing growth of XML in B2B applications has 
led to a great number of different XML e-business vocabularies and schemas" 
[column 1 «lines 56-62»]. 

The rest of the background goes on to discuss prior art's attempts to provide an means 
for the various "vocabularies" and protocols to be able to communicate with one another. 
Kuznetsov discloses that his invention is directed at providing "high level transformation 
method and apparatus for converting data formats in the context of e-business applications" 
(emphasis added) [column 4 «line 66» to column 5 «line Therefore, Kuznetsov does 
disclose an extensible business protocol (XML) and is entirely directed at providing 
intercommunications between protocols of business applications, and not network protocols 
as asserted by Applicant. 

Second, Kuznetsov discloses all the amended limitations as claimed as set forth in the 
rejections that follow. As Applicant's amendments do not overcome the prior art reference 
combination of Meltzer and Kuznetsov, the rejections set forth in the final rejection, filed 
4.12.2006 are maintained. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming 
the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5> Claims i, 11, 24, 28, 34, 36, 36, 38 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 

paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 

subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 
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a. Claim 1 lack proper antecedent basis: "the different business protocols", "the 
business protocol being used". Claims n, 24, 28, 34, 36, 36, 38 and 39 are rejected for 
similar reasons. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6> Only those claims that have been amended by Applicant are formally addressed in 

this action. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be 

found in a prior Office action. 

7> Claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 7, 11, 12, 14, 15, 17 and 22-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Meitzer et al, U.S Patent No. 6.226.675 ["Meltzer"], in view of Kuznetsov, 
U.S Patent No. 6.772.413. 

8> As to claim 1, Meltzer discloses a conversation manager executing on an intermediate 
collaboration server for managing the flow of messages in a collaboration system, 
comprising: 

a conversation initiation logic that initiates a conversation among a plurality 
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participants, wherein said conversation is a collective set of messages by the plurality of 
participants exchanged according to an extensible protocol [column 2 «lines 3i-44» | column 6 
«lines 29-6i» | column 7 «lines 6-i6» | column 10 «lines 6o-65» | column 27 «line 65» to 
column 28 «line I4» | column 80 «lines 22-*44» where: Meltzer's documents are analogous to 
messages, the interaction between the Meltzer's participants is analogous to a conversation]; 

a participation registration logic that registers said participants in said conversation 
[Figure 13 I column 5 «lines 20-30» | column 8 «lines 62-64»]; and 

a conversation repository that stores conversation management data used to manage 
said conversation among said plurality of participants [column 5 «lines 20-30» | column 10 
«line 66» to column 11 «line io»]. 

However, Meltzer does not expressly disclose a plurality of business protocol 
handlers, a plurality of decoders, a plurality of encoders or a transport configured to accept 
messages using any of the different business protocols. 

9> In the same field of invention, Kuznetsov is directed towards providing multi- 
protocol support for data exchange between businesses [column 2 «lines 2-23» | column 4 
«line 66» to column 5 «line.3»]. 

Kuznetsov discloses an one of the purposes of his invention is to provide high level 
protocol transformation, including transforming one XML vocabulary to another XML 
vocabulary [column 3 «lines io-i6» | column 14 «lines 5i"59»]; 

a plurality of business protocol handlers, each of which are configured to recognize a 
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different business protocol vocabulary [column 7 «line 66» to column 8 «line j»\ column 10 
«lines 24'67»], and which may be used by a participant to send and to receive messages 
according to the particular business protocol vocabulary and process flow used by that 
participant [Figures 8A, 8B | column 14 «lines 5i'59» where : item 750 utilizes one particular 
business vocabulary that is translated to the business vocabulary seen in item 756]; 

a plurality of decoders that receive incoming messages from senders, identify 
protocol-specific headers in the incoming messages and assign the incoming messages to an 
appropriate business protocol handler [column 9 «line 58» to column 10 «line 54» : headers 
and other selected fields are parsed to detect the data format and protocol being used, wherein 
the appropriate handler is selected based on the kind of protocol and format]; 

a plurality of encoders that send outgoing messages to recipients, including assigning 
the outgoing messages to an appropriate business protocol handler that matches the business 
protocol vocabulary of the recipients [Figure 5 | column 9 «line 34» to column 10 «line 6y» 
where : the translators are analogous to encoders ("selects the corresponding translator"), and 
the communication manager 617 is analogous to a handler ("the data handler routes the 
output sequence to an appropriate outgoing communication manager")]; and 

a transport configured to accept messages from the participants using any of the 
different business protocols, identify the business protocol being used [column 6 «lines 5i-62» 
I column 7 «lines 6y66» | column 8 «lines 8-i9» | column 10 «lines 24"46»], and invoke one or 
more of said plurality of decoders and encoders to communicate the messages between a first 
participant using a first business protocol vocabulary, and a plurality of other participants 
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using different business protocol vocabularies [Figure 8B | column 14 «lines 28-59» : 
transforming from an input XML vocabulary to an output XML vocabulary]. 

Kuznetsov utilizes the above functionality to enable data communication between 
two business users who utilize disparate protocols or formats [column 8 «lines 8-i9»], 
Meltzer does not expressly disclose this functionality and thus would benefit from 
Kuznetsov's multiprotocol capability. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to improve Meltzer by incorporating Kuznetsov's teachings such that disparate users 
may communicate even if both utilize different business protocols. Further, one would have 
been motivated to combine the references as Kuznetsov improves upon Meltzer by 
"facilitat(ing) the efficient exchange of data between network nodes of different protocols by 
dynamically adapting to protocol and format changes" and "allows many more formats and 
protocols to be accommodated transparent to the users" [see Kuznetsov, column 5 «line 62» 
to column 6 «line 2»]. 

io> As to claim 11, as it does not teach or further define over the previously claimed 
limitations, claim 11 is rejected for similar reasons as set forth for claim 1, above. 



n> Claims 6, 8, 9, 16, 18 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Meltzer and Kuznetsov, in view of Borwankar. 
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i2> Claims 10 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Meltzer, Kuznetsov and Borwankar, in further view of Pinard et al, U.S Patent No. 6.230.287 
["Pinard"]. 

I3> Claims 34-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Meltzer 
and Kuznetsov, in further view of Burridge, U.S Patent No. 6.446.116. 

i> It should be noted that the limitation "thereby allowing said conversation to use 
multiple URLs to support multiple business protocols" does not limit the invention because it 
is merely a recitation of the invention's intended use. A recitation of the intended use of the 
claimed invention must result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and 
the prior art in order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art, 

2> As to claims 34-37, Meltzer and Kuznetsov do not expressly disclose that the business 
protocol is identified by a URL used by the participants to communicate with said 
conversation, thereby allowing said conversation to use multiple URLs to support multiple 
business protocols or that each collaboration space and business protocol combination is 
subsequently identified by a unique URL. 

3> In the same field of invention, Burridge is directed towards a system for enabling 
collaboration between users that is independent of the users' underlying network protocols 
[column 1 «lines 49 - 53»]. Burridge discloses a collaboration space between users, each space 
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being a collection of messages between the users [column 4 «lines 6-i6»], Burridge 
implements such a system by utilizing URLs to identify user protocols and the collaboration 
spaces of the users and each collaboration space and business protocol combination is 
subsequently identified by a unique URL [column 6 «line 59» to column 7 «line 29»]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Meltzer and 
Kuznetsov's system by incorporating Burridge's URL functionality to enable collaboration 
between the business users in Meltzer and Kuznetsov's. Burridge's URL specifies the 
particular protocols used by the users. In combination with Meltzer and Kuznetsov, who 
both are concerned with interoperability between businesses and their protocols, it would 
have been obvious to modify Burridge to incorporate each business' desired protocol to 
enable efficient communication between each of the businesses and to enable collaboration 
sessions between these users. 

I4> As to claims 38 and 39, as they do not teach or further define over the previously 
claimed limitations, they are similarly rejected for at least the same reasons set forth in 
claims 1, 34 and 35, supra . 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Quatrano et al, U.S Patent No. 6.748.420; 
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Chen et al, "eCo Architecture for Electronic Commerce Interoperability", June 29, 
1999, CommerceNet. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dohm Chankong whose telephone number is 571.272.3942. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Tuesday-Friday [7:30 AM to 4:30 PM], 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on 571.272.3913. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA 
OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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